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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Office withdraws the previous rejections of the claims under 35 USC §§1 12-2 nd 
paragraph and 103(a), in light of the amendment. However, the Office sets forth new rejections 
of the claims under 35 USC §§1 12-2 nd paragraph and 103 (a), in light of the amendment. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant's arguments concerning the rejection of the claims under 35 USC § 103(a) 
appear to be primarily directed to the newly amended claim language. New rejections citing a 
new reference have been set forth below to address the amended claim language. 

Applicant's arguments filed 6/28/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. It is noted that some of Applicant's arguments with respect to claims are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Regarding the previous rejection of the claims under 35 USC 102(e), Applicant argues on 
pages 31-33 that the references do not teach adjusting masking elements of a display screen. 
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The Office respectfully disagrees, noting that the references as a whole teach the recited 
claim language. First, it is noted that the current claim rejections are under 35 USC 103(a). 
Additionally, the claim language recites "manipulating a masking element". The discussed black 
bars provide a masking functionality, and therefore are reasonably interpreted as a "masking 
element". 

Therefore, the references have been reasonably interpreted as teaching the recited claim 
language. 

Regarding the previous rejection of the claims under 35 USC 102(e), Applicant argues on 
pages 33-34 that the references do not teach adjusting the viewable area of a display or the use of 
metadata associated with a video stream received from a database. 

The Office respectfully disagrees, noting that the references as a whole teach the recited 
claim language. First, it is noted that the current claim rejections are under 35 USC 103(a). 
Additionally, the claim language recites "adjusting the viewable area of display". The discussed 
black bars provide an adjustment of the viewable area of display. And, Fig. 1 #135 shows a 
database of user specifications. Also see Hazi Abstract discussing the use of a database having a 
plurality of data records for providing a view, in the context of col. 4 lines 41-42 discussing the 
use of a masking module and col. 8 lines 31-39 discussing the use of a metadata database 

Therefore, the references have been reasonably interpreted as teaching the recited claim 
language. 
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Regarding the previous rejection of the claims under 35 USC 102(e), Applicant argues on 
pages 34-35 that the references do not teach means for generating a request indicating a media 
stream available from a first server. 

The Office respectfully disagrees, noting that the references as a whole teach the recited 
claim language. First, it is noted that the current claim rejections are under 35 USC 103(a). 
Additionally, Arora page 3, paragraph [0022] describes a program guide that is accessed to 
determine information about the video currently being processed. Also see Arora paragraph 
[0032] where it is disclosed that the media stream may be available from a local server store 
comprised in the video system. 

Therefore, the references have been reasonably interpreted as teaching the recited claim 
language. 

Regarding the previous rejection of the claims under 35 USC 103(a), Applicant further 
argues on pages 35-36 that the previously rejected claims are allowable for the reasons argued 
above. 

The Office respectfully disagrees, and counter-asserts the rationale set forth above. 

It is further noted that any citation to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered to be 
limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon for all that 
it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. In re Heck, 699 F.2d 
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1331, 1332-1333, 216 USPQ 1038, 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (quoting In re Lemelson, 397 F.2d 
1006, 1009, 158 USPQ 275, 277 (CCPA 1968)). 

The Office also notes MPEP § 2144.01, that quotes In re Preda, 401 F.2d 825, 159 USPQ 
342, 344 (CCPA 1968) as stating "in considering the disclosure of a reference, it is proper to take 
into account not only specific teachings of the reference but also the inferences which one skilled 
in the art would reasonably be expected to draw therefrom." Further MPEP 2123, states that "a 
reference may be relied upon for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having 
ordinary skill the art, including nonpreferred embodiments. Merck & Co. v. Biocraft 
Laboratories, 874 F.2d 804, 10 USPQ2d 1843 (Fed. Cir.), cert, denied, 493 U.S. 975 (1989). 

For at least these reasons, the Office asserts the rejections of the claims as set forth 

below. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

3. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 9/2/09 has been entered. 
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Claim Objections 

4. Claim 69 is objected to because of the following informalities: Line 2 is grammatically 
incorrect, reciting "... a aspect ratio . . .". 

Claim 37 is objected to because of the following informalities: Line 1 is missing a 
parenthesis after the "Previously Presented" label. 

Appropriate correction is required. See MPEP 608.01(m). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 91-98, 107 and 109-110 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 

as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. These claims are vague and ambiguous, and thus, their 
scope is indeterminable. 

Regarding independent claim 91: The language "some combination of (recited in line 
3) is not clear as to what is required. It is not clear whether all of the elements or at least one of 
the elements are required. Therefore the claim scope is ambiguous. For the purpose of further 
examination, the claim will be interpreted as requiring at least one of the list of elements. 
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Claims 92-98 and 109-110 depend upon claim 91, and therefore are likewise rejected. 

Further regarding claim 107: This claim depends upon cancelled claim 106. It's scope 
is therefore unclear. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-2, 5-7, 20, 37-41, 51-54, 64-65, 68-70, 83, 91-95, 105-110, 125-126, and 134 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being anticipated by Arora (US 2004/001 14049, hereafter 
"Arora") in view of Hazi et al (US 7,356,492, hereafter "Hazi")). 

Independent Claims 1. 6. 37. 64, 69, 91. and 125 

Claims 1 and 64: Arora discloses a method and apparatus, including steps of and means for 
adjusting in response to said metadata, adjusting masking elements of a display screen (See 
Arora page 2, paragraph [0017] where it is disclosed that the content to be displayed and the 
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aspect ratio that the display screen should display it in, can be obtained from a database, a 
program guide, where metadata is stored associating aspect ratios with the media streams). 

However, Arora does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as claimed. Hazi, 
though, discloses receiving metadata associated with a media stream from a remote database; 
(See Hazi Abstract discussing the use of a database having a plurality of data records for 
providing a view, in the context of col. 4 lines 41-42 discussing the use of a masking module and 
col. 8 lines 31-39 discussing the use of a metadata database.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Hazi for the benefit of Arora, because to do so enabled a designer to 
implement a system that selectively provided a view to a user, as taught by Hazi in the Abstract. 
These references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., display mechanisms. 



Claims 6 and 69: Arora discloses a method and apparatus, including steps of and means for 

• presenting a media stream having an aspect ratio on a display screen (See Arora page 2, 
paragraph [0014] where it is disclosed that the display device having one aspect ratio may 
receive input media streams of a different aspect ratio); 

• adjusting a viewable area of said display screen in response to said information (See 
Arora page 2, paragraph [0014] where it is disclosed that the aspect ratio of the display 
device is manipulated to properly display the aspect ratio of the input media stream). 
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However, Arora does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as claimed. Hazi, 
though, discloses receiving information from a source external to the media stream, said 
information relating to said aspect ratio; (See Hazi Abstract discussing the use of a database 
having a plurality of data records for providing a view, in the context of col. 4 lines 41-42 
discussing the use of a masking module and col. 8 lines 31-39 discussing the use of a metadata 
database.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Hazi for the benefit of Arora, because to do so enabled a designer to 
implement a system that selectively provided a view to a user, as taught by Hazi in the Abstract. 
These references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., display mechanisms. 



Claim 37: Arora discloses a method, comprising: 

• adjusting an active area of a display in response to a media stream and a remote first 
database (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0017] where it is disclosed that a media stream 
and information about the media stream can be obtained from a program guide 
application. Also see Arora page 2, paragraph [0014] where the aspect ratio of an active 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/564,81 1 Page 1 0 

Art Unit: 2162 

area of a display is changed to accommodate an input stream, based both on the media 
stream and information about the media stream) 
• wherein said adjusting comprises manipulating a masking element (See Arora page 2, 
paragraph [0014] where it is disclosed that the steps of adjusting the active display area 
may use black bars to mask portions of the display, achieving the correct aspect ratio for 
the input media stream). 

However, Arora does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as claimed. Hazi, 
though, discloses said first database including information associating said media stream with 
aspect ratio information, (See Hazi Abstract discussing the use of a database having a plurality 
of data records for providing a view, in the context of col. 4 lines 41-42 discussing the use of a 
masking module and col. 8 lines 3 1-39 discussing the use of a metadata database.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Hazi for the benefit of Arora, because to do so enabled a designer to 
implement a system that selectively provided a view to a user, as taught by Hazi in the Abstract. 
These references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., display mechanisms. 
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Claim 91: Arora discloses an apparatus comprising 

• said metadata comprising some combination of aspect ratio information, horizontal size 
information, vertical size information, resolution, anamorphic compression, and 
letterboxing (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0017] where it is disclosed that the program 
guide can store aspect ratio information for each of the media streams). 

• means for adjusting an active area of a display in response to said metadata, said 
adjusting comprising manipulating a masking element (See Arora page 2, paragraph 
[0017] where it is disclosed that a media stream and information about the media stream 
can be obtained from a program guide application. Also see Arora page 2, paragraph 
[0014] where the aspect ratio of an active area of a display is changed to accommodate an 
input stream, based both on the media stream and information about the media stream), 

However, Arora does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as claimed. Hazi, 
though, discloses means for receiving metadata associated with a media stream from a remote 
first database, (See Hazi Abstract discussing the use of a database having a plurality of data 
records for providing a view, in the context of col. 4 lines 41-42 discussing the use of a masking 
module and col. 8 lines 31-39 discussing the use of a metadata database.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Hazi for the benefit of Arora, because to do so enabled a designer to 
implement a system that selectively provided a view to a user, as taught by Hazi in the Abstract. 
These references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., display mechanisms. 
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Claim 125: Arora discloses an apparatus comprising 

• means for generating a request, said request indicating a media stream available from a 
first server (See Arora page 3, paragraph [0022] where a program guide is accessed to 
determine information about the video currently being processed. Also see Arora 
paragraph [0032] where it is disclosed that the media stream may be available from a 
local server store comprised in the video system (See Arora Figure 4); 

• means for transmitting said request from said first server to a second server (See Arora 
page 5, paragraph [0037] where it is disclosed that the systems, including the display 
device and the program guide, of Arora can be realized on computers. Also see Arora 
page 2, paragraph [0036] where it is disclosed that the video system of Arora can send a 
request for media information to the program guide via the internet); and 

• means for identifying at least one media stream, said metadata including at least one set 
of aspect ratio information (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0017] where it is disclosed that 
a request to a program guide can be for aspect ratio information for a specified media 
stream). 

However, Arora does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as claimed. Hazi, 
though, discloses and at least one set of metadata associated with said request, (See Hazi 
Abstract discussing the use of a database having a plurality of data records for providing a view, 
in the context of col. 4 lines 41-42 discussing the use of a masking module and col. 8 lines 31-39 
discussing the use of a metadata database.) 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Hazi for the benefit of Arora, because to do so enabled a designer to 
implement a system that selectively provided a view to a user, as taught by Hazi in the Abstract. 
These references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., display mechanisms. 



Dependent claims 2. 5. 7. 20. 38-42, 51-54, 65. 68. 70. 83. 92-96. 105-110. 126. and 134 

Claims 2, 40, 65 and 94: Arora discloses wherein said adjusting further comprises adjusting 
said masking elements in order to accommodate an on-screen display (See Arora page 2, 
paragraph [0015] where, in one embodiment the aspect ratio of the media stream can be stripped 
of extraneous content, such as letterboxing, to show accommodate a desktop display). 

Claims 5 and 68: Arora discloses, wherein said adjusting further comprises automatically 
controlling one or more physical masks (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0014] where it is 
disclosed that some aspect ratios can be displayed by using masks to allow the picture to 
conform to the display area. Also see Arora page 3, paragraph [0019] where it is disclosed that 
the aspect ratio displayed can be automatically adjusted in response to the input media stream). 



Application/Control Number: 10/564,81 1 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2162 

Claims 7 and 70: Arora discloses, wherein said adjusting comprises automatically moving 
masking (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0014] where it is disclosed that black bars may be used 
to crop the display area such that the area not covered by the black bars accommodates the input 
media stream aspect ratio). 

Claims 20 and 83: Arora discloses, wherein said metadata comprises a specific aspect ratio 
associated with said media stream (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0017] where it is disclosed that 
the information stored in the program guide can contain aspect ratio information for each media 
stream). 

Claims 38 and 92: Arora discloses, wherein said active area of said display is a reflective 
portion of said display visible to a human viewer (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0014] where it is 
disclosed that the methods may be used with an analog television streams. One having ordinary 
skill in the art would have understood that televisions, such as cathode ray tube (CRT) and liquid 
crystal display (LCD) televisions, typically have reflective displays). 

Claims 39 and 93: Arora discloses, wherein said active area of said display is an illuminated 
portion of said display visible to a human viewer (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0014] where it is 
disclosed that the methods may be used with an analog television signal. On having ordinary 
skill in the art would have understood that televisions, such as CRT and LCD televisions, 
illuminate the active area of the display in order to display the media streams). 
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Claims 41 and 95: Arora discloses, wherein said metadata indicates a portion of a video frame 
occupied by a desired picture, wherein said active area of the display is adjusted to present the 
desired picture and exclude a remainder of the video frame (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0014] 
where the input media stream may be provided with aspect ratio information that is different 
from the display aspect ratio. The display is then adjusted to add black bars, excluding some 
remainder of the display area, in order to display the input media stream in the correct aspect 
ratio). 

Claims 42 and 96: Arora discloses, wherein said metadata indicates a portion of a video frame 
occupied by a desired picture, whereby said active area of the display is adjusted by enlarging an 
image of said desired picture such that the active area contains the desired picture while 
excluding at least some portion of the video frame (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0014] where it 
is disclosed that masking is used to exclude portions of the video frame such that the correct 
aspect ratio is displayed. Arora discloses that when converting a 16:9 media stream to play on a 
4:3 display device the masking only needs to be applied to the top and bottom of the display 
device. Regardless of any resolution difference between the media stream and the display device 
it is the aspect ratio that determines how the media stream is displayed on the display device. In 
other words, if the 16:9 content is produced at a lower resolution than the 4:3 display, the content 
will be "enlarged" to the point where the correct aspect ratio of 16:9 is displayed, and then 
masking will be applied to the top and bottom of the display). 
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Claims 51 and 105: Arora discloses a method and apparatus, comprising adjusting the viewable 
area of a display, with reference to said metadata, in order to accommodate a first and a second 
element of said video stream, (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0014] where it is disclosed that a 
media stream can be displayed to conform to an aspect ratio of the display. Also see Arora page 
2, paragraph [0018] where it is disclosed that the media stream may include additional elements, 
such as close captioning or subtitling.), wherein said first database comprises information 
associating the first element of the media stream with some combination of aspect ratio, 
horizontal size, vertical size, resolution, anamorphic compression, and letterboxing (See Arora 
page 2, paragraph [0017] where it is disclosed that the media stream can be obtained from a 
program guide, where the program guide can associate aspect ratio information with the media 
stream). 

However, Arora does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as claimed. Hazi, 
though, discloses receiving metadata associated with a media stream from a first database; 
(See Hazi Abstract discussing the use of a database having a plurality of data records for 
providing a view, in the context of col. 4 lines 41-42 discussing the use of a masking module and 
col. 8 lines 31-39 discussing the use of a metadata database.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply the teachings of Hazi for the benefit of Arora, because to do so enabled a designer to 
implement a system that selectively provided a view to a user, as taught by Hazi in the Abstract. 
These references were all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., display mechanisms. 
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Claims 53 and 107: Arora discloses, wherein said viewable area is adjusted using some 
combination of masks and sidebars (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0014] where it is disclosed 
that some combination of black bars may be used to adjust the display to accommodate the 
aspect ratio of the media stream). 

Claims 54 and 108: Arora discloses, wherein said first element includes a motion picture (See 
Arora page 2, paragraph [0014] where it is disclosed that the media stream can comprise video 
content) and said second element includes at least one of: a caption; a closed-caption; a subtitle; 
a translation; or a ticker feed (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0018] where it is disclosed that the 
media stream can comprise closed captioning or subtitling information). 

Claim 109: Arora discloses, wherein said means for adjusting are also responsive to at least a 
portion of the media stream being viewed (See Arora page 3, paragraph [0019] where it is 
disclosed that the display can be dynamically adjusted to accommodate changing aspect ratios in 
the media stream). 

Claim 110: Arora discloses, wherein said means for adjusting are also responsive to triggering 
of one or more watchpoints (See Arora page 3, paragraph [0019] where it is disclosed that the 
display can be adjusted in response to a change of aspect ratio in the media stream). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/564,81 1 Page 1 8 

Art Unit: 2162 

Claim 126: Arora discloses the apparatus as in claim 125, further comprising 

• means for generating a response in answer to said request, said response including at least 
one set of aspect ratio information (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0017] where it is 
disclosed that the program guide is queried and provides aspect ratio information for a 
given media stream); 

• means for transmitting said response from said second server to said first server (See 
Arora page 2, paragraph [0017] where it is disclosed that the program guide can 
communicate with the requesting device over the internet); 

• means for parsing said response, said parsing extracting said at least one set of aspect 
ratio information from said response (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0017] where it is 
disclosed that the information returned by the program guide specifying aspect ratio 
information can be processed by the aspect ratio detector to determine the aspect ratio as 
specified by the program guide); 

• means for interpreting said aspect ratio information at a mask controller (See Arora page 
2, paragraph [0014] where it is disclosed that masks, such as black bars, can be moved or 
added in response to the aspect ratio of the media stream in order to display the media 
stream with the appropriate aspect ratio on the display device); and 

• means for moving a set of masks responsive to said interpreting (See Arora page 2, 
paragraph [0014] where it is disclosed that masks, such as black bars, can be moved and 
added in response to the aspect ratio determination). 
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Claim 134: Arora discloses, further comprising maximizing usage of said display screen in 
response to presence in the media stream of a picture having an alternate aspect ratio differing 
from said aspect ratio (See Arora page 3, paragraph [0019] where it is disclosed that the active 
display can be dynamically adjusted to accommodate changing aspect ratios in the input. 
Therefore, if a new media stream having an aspect ratio R3 is introduced, being different than the 
previously used aspect ratio of Rl, the display will by automatically adjusted to accommodate 
the new aspect ratio). 



9. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Arora (US 
2004/01 14049, hereafter "Arora") in view of Sie et al. (US 2004/0212731, hereafter "Sie"). 

Claim 3: Arora discloses a method, comprising adjusting masking elements of a display screen 
in response to input from a viewer (See Arora page 3, paragraph [0019] where it is disclosed that 
the user can specify appropriate aspect ratios for incoming media content, and that the media 
content is then displayed according to those preferences). 

But Arora does not explicitly disclose sending information associated with said masking 
elements to a remote database. 

However Sie discloses a method for manipulating video aspect ratios, and further discloses that a 
user could influence media stream metadata, such as media stream aspect ratio, to reflect their 
preferences (See Sie page 5, paragraph [0068]). Sie also discloses that this metadata for the 
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media streams can be located remotely from the display device, and that remote manipulation of 
the metadata is possible. Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Arora and Sie and to send 
the adjusted aspect ratio to a remote database. One would have been motivated to combine the 
teachings of Arora and Sie because they are both directed toward the management of media 
streams, and more specifically both disclosures address adjusting the aspect ratios of the media 
streams and display devices. Sie also discloses additional methods for user interaction with the 
metadata of the media streams. 



10. Claims 3-4, 43, 66-67, and 97 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Arora (US 2004/01 14049, hereafter "Arora") in view of Hazi et al (US 
7,356,492, hereafter "Hazi") and Sie et al. (US 2004/0212731, hereafter "Sie"). 



Claims 4 and 67: Arora discloses, wherein said metadata comprises a specified aspect ratio 
associated with said media stream (See Arora page 2, paragraph [0017] where it is disclosed that 
a program guide may comprise information relating a specified aspect ratio associated with a 
particular media stream). 

But Arora and Hazi do not explicitly disclose an adjustment from a known aspect ratio to said 
specified aspect ratio. 
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However Sie discloses a method for manipulating video aspect ratios, and further discloses that 
media metadata may comprise aspect ratio conversion data, to indicate how to convert from one 
aspect ratio to another (See Sie page 3, paragraph [0043]). Therefore it would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Arora and Sie and for the metadata information to comprise an adjustment from a 
known aspect ratio to said specified aspect ratio. One would have been motivated to combine 
the teachings of Arora and Sie because they are both directed toward the management of media 
streams, and more specifically both disclosures address adjusting the aspect ratios of the media 
streams and display devices. 

Claims 43 and 97: Arora and Hazi do not explicitly disclose that said metadata/information in 
said first database indicates that at least one video frame is letterboxed. However Sie discloses a 
method for manipulating video aspect ratios, and further discloses that media stream metadata 
can comprise letterboxing information (See Sie page 5, paragraph [0068]). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teachings of Arora and Sie and for the metadata information to comprise 
information that at least one video frame is letterboxed. One would have been motivated to 
combine the teachings of Arora and Sie because they are both directed toward the management 
of media streams, and more specifically both disclosures address adjusting the aspect ratios of 
the media streams and display devices. 
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Claim 66: Arora discloses, further comprising means for adjusting said masking elements in 
response to an input from a viewer (See Arora page 3, paragraph [0019] where it is disclosed that 
the user can specify appropriate aspect ratios for incoming media content, and that the media 
content is then displayed according to those preferences). 
But Arora and Hazi do not explicitly disclose sending that input to the database. 
However Sie discloses a method for manipulating video aspect ratios, and further discloses that a 
user could influence media stream metadata, such as media stream aspect ratio, to reflect their 
preferences (See Sie page 5, paragraph [0068]). Sie also discloses that this metadata for the 
media streams can be located remotely from the display device, and that remote manipulation of 
the metadata is possible. Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Arora and Sie and to send 
the adjusted aspect ratio to a remote database. One would have been motivated to combine the 
teachings of Arora and Sie because they are both directed toward the management of media 
streams, and more specifically both disclosures address adjusting the aspect ratios of the media 
streams and display devices. Sie also discloses additional methods for user interaction with the 
metadata of the media streams. 

11. Claims 44 and 98 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Arora (US 2004/01 14049, hereafter "Arora") in view of Hazi et al (US 7,356,492, hereafter 
"Hazi") and AbiEzzi et al. (US 2005/0132405, hereafter "AbiEzzi"). 
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Claims 44 and 98: Arora and Hazi do not explicitly disclose identifying a particular media 
stream with reference to a hash associated with the media stream. However AbiEzzi discloses a 
media server that uses a hash of a media stream to uniquely look up information about that media 
stream (See AbiEzzi page 3, paragraph [0022]). Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of 
Arora, Hazi and AbiEzzi and to identify a particular media stream with reference to a hash 
associated with the media stream. One would have been motivated to identify a particular media 
stream with reference to a hash associated with the media stream in order to uniquely look up 
information for that media stream. 



12. Claims 62 and 111 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Arora (US 2004/01 14049, hereafter "Arora") in view of Hazi et al (US 7,356,492, hereafter 
"Hazi") and Marflak et al. (US 6,369,851, hereafter "Marflak"). 

Claims 62 and 111: Arora and Hazi do not explicitly disclose that said steps of adjusting 
include displaying a color that minimizes burn-in in an inactive area of said display. However 
Marflak discloses that burn in due to letterboxing can be minimized by though the use of an edge 
modification signal to reduce the brightness levels at the top and bottom of the image, effectively 
changing the color of the letterboxing (See Marflak column 2, lines 56-65). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teachings of Arora, hazi and Marflak and that the steps of adjusting could include 
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displaying a color that minimizes burn-in in an inactive area of said display. One would have 
been motivated to combine the teachings of Arora, Hazi and Marflak because they are both 
directed toward the playback of media streams, specifically media streams in which there may be 
letterboxing. Furthermore Marflak's method reduces the possibility of burn-in in Arora's 
methods. 
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Conclusion 

1 3 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Non-Patent Literature 

Li, Renxiang, et al, "A Flexible Display Module for DVD and Set-Top Box 
Applications", IEEE Transactions of Consumer Electronics , Vol. 43, Issue 3, Jun. 1997, pp. 
496-503. 



Hazi et al 

Boliek et al 

Boliek et al 

Breen 

Suzuki 

Hodgkinson 

Bergman 



US Patent Application Publications 



2005/0125310 
2004/0114813 
2004/0114814 
2004/0117735 
2003/0020885 
2002/0089523 
2002/0109794 



US1 

Wuetal 7,577,301 

Katcheretal 7,120,924 

Hazietal 7,103,605 

Suzuki 7,116,379 

Weitbruch 6,366,706 

Gill 6,947,959 

Kranawetter et al 5,249,049 

Ersozetal 5,313,303 

Fillimanetal 5,486,871 

Yamazaki 5,193,006 

Faroudja 4,951,149 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/564,81 1 Page 26 

Art Unit: 2162 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert Stevens whose telephone number is (571) 272-4102. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6:00 - 2:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E. Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Robert Stevens/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2162 



December 14, 2009 



